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. ds, there
i hind grey October clouds,

: sky breaking from be _ ) days

like he bft l¥endly expression across his face, as 1f_he thouglzt ofh z’n

passed a {,‘e 'i:hen he moved on, mumbling a lme': from Goet t:;) )

logg gor:)(:okye.n and yet intelligible voice, as if appealing for sympathy :

a aeep, 4

H ’n
¢ Das Maulthier sucht im Diiestern seinern Weg.

i ine or was it Max who misquoted Goethe’s line, substitutll]ng
oy ‘F' He‘“‘; 'm Nebel? Tt may have been Heine, who sough.tt us
e, e still more appropriate to the darkness into which he
e o was. inking. But a few lines further on Max quf)tes one
o th:’n t"e wa; , thus : Lin Tannenbaum steht einsam, and ina sub-
of Heine's £ }fg speaks of the apostle Peter, who “ had no wxfe, or, at
sod et r acllc)nowledged her,” provoking the mirth 9f his adver-
least, X n?vcl ang, who recalls distinctly how ¢ Peter’s wn"e’s'm.other
g o f\ndfr;wfe\;er ”,and feels grave doubts of Max Mueller’s intimate
Lac);;l;i‘;t(;ncc with’ at least one of the sacred bocc)lkls) of kt::a) fE:\;: East of

It is probably by his editiqns of.the §:tcretext(;othat e Mue,"er
the Hymns of the Rig—Ved? in their vanouse ad‘:ancemem oer
will be Judged *t(l)‘oh;‘:legl(z:::\r:;ril: ux‘;':lan:(r)\:lt ::ot: became anxious,t’hat the
iy i - carmho asl Kipling assures us, ‘‘ does not undefstand,_ should;
FlnghShmm'],c‘(v)ncc’:p'tion of the religious and philosophical attltud;o
:‘lz\l:c[i?:g::o whom he is called upon to rule.r ‘}’i:}{;]:ns?;);gg tgnhi::

; at an En )

sand s i lor fot\llxl;xsfl; ?t 3‘::}::‘“‘&;“;;;; to eisay to solve ; but this
selfy would n‘utlliolic\ minded German exerted himself to clear the way
e a?d lmh nan’s understanding of the Hindoo’s mental stand-
fOl’_ e 1‘1“81 . l(‘ter .thus doing a real and great service to the British
pomt. and ¢ m:'lam t;) the learned world.  His theory of the origin of
e wa rth‘in his *“Chips from a German Workshop,” where he
myth‘. as §et o the outgrowth of a disease in language, has always
expla“:js :t a:\e inadequate, and 1T am in thorough agreement with
i:::rzw Io,ang’s objections to it. In philosophy he attempted to revive
the teaching of Kant, and scen.led to me to be

direction. But his greatest service
tion was rendered when, in 1867,
Science of Language. In these we

moving in the right
to the men of his day and genera-
he published his lectures op the

re presented to the ordinary Eng-
lish public for the first time the main results attained b

tive study of languages; and Englishmen learned wi
cestry something “older than any histor
that at one period in their existence,

y the compara-
th regard to their an-
y that is written in any book,”
Indians, Persians, Slavs, Greeks,



